Germany, for example, or in Japan. The presence of
Allied troops on these territories, which were strongly
infected with fascism and militarism, is essential to the
accomplishment of the important tasks the Allies have set
themselves, the tasks of demilitarization and democratiza-
tion in these countries, in the interests of universal peace
and security. It is also natural that Allied troops remain
on the territories of the other former enemy states, inas-
much as armistice conditions are still in force; but only
until the peace treaties are concluded.
All this cannot apply to states that belong to the Allied
camp. In relation to these states, the presence of foreign
troops cannot now be justified, except for such special
cases as the necessity of maintaining lines of communi-
cation with former enemy states, and that only for the
term of occupation of the enemy states.
Such are the views of the Soviet Government. Accord-
ingly, the Soviet Government has already taken the prac-
tical steps which these views infer.
In the course of the war, Soviet troops entered the
territory of, say, Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia, and Nor-
way. But immediately after the conclusion of the war
measures were taken for the withdrawal of the Soviet
troops from these territories. As early as last autumn these
troops were recalled, and communiques to that effect were
published.
Again, towards the end of the w&r against Germany,
Soviet troops were obliged to land on the island of Born-
holm, which belongs to Denmark. In April of this year
the evacuation of Soviet troops from this island, too, was
completed.
Last autumn, as we all remember, the Soviet troops
fought against Japan, and routed the Japanese troops in
Manchuria. You know from published communiques that
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